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Tape 12
Side A, 7/8 - 15/16
11 January 1979

REMINDER MEMORANDUM

Talk to Inman about his telemetry analysis and how it compares with

OWI.

Yorey roodc
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‘uba, Iran Present ﬂlff icult Optio

;

A

on page A-13

Cord Meyer ‘

. " WASHINGTON
The Soviets blurred their list of priori-
+ties by provoking potential confrontations
in Iran and Cuba at a moment when they
had seemed bent on improving the pros- |
pects for a new SALT agreement.
President Carter’s top policymakers
know they cannot shrug off the implica-
tions of either the Brezhnev statement on
Iran or the MiG-23s in Cuba, Both devel-
opments may lead, if allowed to stand un-
challenged, to dramatic' enlargements of
Soviet power. To ignore them will be to
concede weakness... .. .- .. "

. So the doves and hawks in the Carter
councils agree that if the Soviet MiGs are.
discovered to be attack bombers with a
nuclear capability the President will need
to do what is necessary to get thern with-
drawn. There is, however, no consensus on
the wisest response regarding Iran be-
cause there is not much the United States
can do to prop up the shah beyond offering
verbal support. _

- The concern over the Brezhnev warn-
ing against any American intervention in
Iran is that it implied an extension of the
Brezhnev Doctrine, the Kremlin’s 1968 as- .
sertion of authority over Eastern Europe,
which served to justify the Soviet invasion-
of Czechoslovakia. . et

Brezhnev seemed to be saying that the
U.S. has no right to assist an ally in any
country bordering on the. Soviet -Union, -
while at the same time, as in Afghanistan,
the Russians assert the right to establish
satellite regimes through-covert support-

tolocal communists. .. . .

o —0—

The Russian warning came on the heels

of a- Carter -TV “interview in- which the
President was overly generous in absolv-
ing the Soviets of any responsibility for.
the shab’s troubles. He was also fairly flat -
in denying any intention to intervene, but:
Brezhneyv responded that Carter had kept:
the right to intervene “under an appropri--
ate excuse. - .
There was an echo of John Kennedy’s-
rhetoric in the Cuban missile crisis in
Brezhnev's taut warning that this is “a
matter affecting the security interests” of
the Soviet Union. ... = S A
But while the U.S. government permit-
-ted communists to come to power in Cuba
<after Fuigencio Batista fell, Brezhnev is;

‘plainly bent on insuring that American in-

fluence does not fill the vacuum that will] -

occur if the shah falls in Iran.

" The Carter officials have no counter~
ploy at hand. The shah has stated he will
accept no external assistance, "+
The moderate opposition is so disore
.ganized and so much under the infiuence
of the extremist Moslem clergy that com-
promise on a constitutional monarchy
seems beyond reach. Covert action is no
longer really available as an instrument
of poli iven the number of congres-
sional committees that have to be consult-

ed

R . -

5 %Keenly aware that his resolve is being
tested, Carter is pressing his officials to
-develop strong options in both'situations:
He is bolding back in Cuba until intellig
ence clearly determines that the MiGs are

. ground attack planes that can be wired for
nuclear weapons. X

~ The accumulating evidence suggests
that they are, but Carter wants to be abso-
lutely certain. - - .
"~ If this certainty develops, Carter is ex-
‘pected to follow the precedent set by Ken-
nedy when he demanded and got the with.
drawal from Cuba of the IL-28 bombers,
'pl'ax_m one-third as fast as the MiGs. The
mxhta_ryt.hreatoithaeplanaisseenas
less significant than the political conse-
quences of opening a breach in the 1962
agreement. © - - o :
= . The Soviets could be expected to work
from then on to-widen the breach. The re-
action in the U.S. Senatewould be fatal to
the SALT ITtreaty, .." .. :: =1

I the Soviets manage to demonstrate
that the balance of power has shifted by
defying the. ‘withdrawal demand, the

:American’ people-will inevitably insist on

ﬁqvqlmomenwm in the competition for
military supremacy. i . -

- . S5
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. It was their need to back down in Cuba |
in 1962 that convinced the Russians toun- |
dertake their massive military buildup. |
Thg Soviet negotiator, V. Kuznetsov, -put |
their intentions bluntly to his American ;
counterpart, John J. McCloy, when he ac- |
cepted the American terms: “We'll live up |
to this agreement, but we'll never be in |
this position again“ . .. : ..y ~ l
- The danger 16 years later is that-anoth- |
er confrontation over Cuba will bring |
fresh impetus to the arms race, .=: - - . i
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29 November 1978

GHOPAGE

U S. officials mull Iranian ~

m:lltary intervention

By CHRISTOPHER PAINE .- .= j
- Pacific News Service . Lo
. The gathermg storm of protest agamst
“'Shah Mohammed Rcza Pahlevi's regime in
. Iran has again raised the sensitive specter of
’U S. military mterventlon in the Persxan
‘Guif: . -

While careful]y avoxdmg any hmts that the
‘U.S. is considering intervention, sources in-
the Pentdgon and defensc commumty szud
the implications of disorder are *‘serious’’ as
SEPEReR U S T Eres s "Most - 0 .o
sources would not rule out the possibility of
dlrect u.s. mrhtary actlon in Iran. - %

CONTINGENCY PLANS

- Asked about the possﬂ)le use of a U S
special Middle East strike force in Iran, &
Pentagon spokesman said, ‘‘That gets into’
contingency planning .which we won’t~
discuss, but the secretary of defense has

said that we are manned, equipped and

trained to intervene if necessary in the‘_
Persian Guif area to protect U.S. interests.”

- *“The President has said that it would be ‘

mapproprlate to mtervene
- essentially'an internal disorder in'a country, -
but we do have contingency plans to protect
_both ‘American lives and, equipment,””, the
Pentagon spokesman smd

QU!CK REACI'ION FORCE : :

:The - Carter ' administration as been
extremely sensitive to any charges that it is -
prepared to militarily intervene Tin Iran.

FFhen Sovict leade Leom _Brezhnev_made
uc, ecusatio : : :

thertante

‘administration took the unusual step of
lssumg a high-level denial on Sunday. . .

. Brezhnev-had said in a-Nov. 19 Pravda
artrcle that “what puts one on guard
[against.the possnblhty of military interven-
_tién by the U.S. in Iran] is that officials of the -
states eoncemed actually do not deny such
reports .

‘After confernng w:th the Pres:dent and
other top officials, Secretary of State Cyrus
R. Vance responded later that day that the
U.S. *‘does not intend to mterfere in the

'in ~what - +is : |

Zinternal affairs of any country. ..’ -~

R
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-The facts, however, speak otherwise, - Air{"
Force Secretary John C: Stetson announced
- ast April that the Air Force would contribute |
_to-a planned Persian Gulf quick-reaction
- force consisting of one Marine and two Army
- divisions wzth a, total of about 100, 000
troops : Sy T Sttty
Stetson descr:bed the U.s. obhgahon to
Iran as '‘a good deal more .than moral,”’
reference to a 1958 agreement which ealls
on_th UmteiStates loslake appro riate.
%g'tf\" on;: }%Efudmg themse‘of’hrrn p?o'ig:'es, A
"to assist Iran in resisting ‘‘aggressors from 1
any country controlled by mt tional
Commumsm PR LR

MILITARY CAPABILITY e R
According to Dale .R.. Tahtmen, the :
assistant director of Foreign and Defense |

Policy Studies-‘at -Washington's ‘American-!

Enterprise Institute, *'If it gets so bad tha

the shah needs outsidé help, it's going t i

take a lot- more than-a small strike force, 1

certamly 3 lot more than an Entebbe-type

f‘orce ' " ) 1
% “Even if they,wanted to.'l said Tahnnen. :

"I doubt thatthe U.S. has the capability in a

“very short term situation to deliver the kind |
zof force that-would _be” necessary 'if the
~sxtuatron in Iran .were that bad.™..-. . ;

But accordmg to James Chase, ma.nagmg

edltor of the Council on Foreign Relations’ J

prestlglous journal, Foreign Affairs, *‘There:
vare sound reasons for making clear. that the :

' U.S.;thoughnot so militarily predominant as;
‘jt--was .at the -time -of -the 1958 -Lebanon’
-landmgs, _retains strike .forces -tailored . to.
deal with limited mthtary conungencles m a:

. rapid manner.. T o2 feen 7
i ‘inan arez of vital mourm,"‘he add'ed, [
g a military capability is not 2 bad thing to|

“have.”’-Chase emphasrzed‘that the ability of
1he U. S. to intervene in its own interests 151

portant qmte‘ apa.rt from the need to;
eounter Sov:et moves in.2 ‘given: a.rea. o
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